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No ; they work under the chief inspector, who sends his men wherever they are required. He is located in the mining area at Dhanbad ; his head-quarters are there.
122.	In case of a bad accident, the mining board
would call in all the help of inspectors they could ?
	In case of a very bad accident they appoint a
special board, with a magistrate as chairman and one or two assessors, including an inspector of mines. That is what happened the other day, when a very bad accident occurred in Bengal.
 123.	Major Attlee :   Have you  any statistics  at
all showing the number of visits paid to mines in
the course of a year by your inspectorate ?—Yes.
I have not got them here,  but I could  certainly
provide them.
 124.	Could we be supplied with that ?—I think
it would be useful to know.    Also, could we have
a note on the distribution of mines, apart from that
mining area of Bengal and Bihar ?—I can give you
those figures* quite easily.
 125.	Something has been said of the division you
have between labour legislation and the administra
tion of labour laws, one being central and the other
provincial.    What   strikes   one   is   that   that   cuts
across the financial arrangements in India.    As a
matter of fact, the Central Government in the main
takes the taxation from industry, while the provinces
mainly depend on agriculture, and. therefore it would
seem to be rather unfortunate that let us say Bombay,
which has a pretty substantial grouch (I have heard
a good deal about it) of not getting its taxes from
the profits of industry is expected to provide the
money for  labour amenities ?—Yes.     I   think  the
industrial provinces have a certain grievance under
the present arrangement.
Major Attlee : I am looking at it now from the angle of the willingness of the local Governments to undertake the provisions of amenities and so on and see to the active carrying out o± labour laws.
The Chairman : Factory inspection ?
 126.	Major Attlee :  Factory inspection, and so on.
As a matter of fact, it would be quite natural—I do
not know whether it does happen—for the members
to say, " Well, after all, our finances come mainly
" from land revenue, why should we put up a lot
" of money to look after these things, when  the
" profits  go to  the Central  Government ? "—Yes,
I think that industrial provinces certainly have a
claim to a share in what you might call the growing
sources of industrial revenue.    There is no doubt
about it, I thiik.
 127.	It looks rather as if the administrative and
financial arrangements were not marching quite side
by side.    May I take a specific instance of that ?
i There is the question of statistics. We have heard in some provinces that the provinces resented having to supply statistics to the Central Government, and I gather from this book that your statistics are extremely incomplete ?—Yes. Well, we have never had a complaint as regards industrial or labour statistics. We have never found any local Government unwilling to supply them. The Bombay Government endeavoured to obtain a much more complete statistical Bill of their own, but they were unable to get it through the local Council.
128. Does it not hamper you enormously in industrial legislation that you have got no adequate statistics, and is there much hope with the present
ments to shoulder the burden and provide really adequate labour statistics ? It looks rather as if it were failing, does it not ?—I think there is no doubt that a central statistical "bureau on labour statistics would be a good thing. I *t™t.v one could improve them. It would cost money, but I ^i^v that would be a fair charge—I am speaking purely personally-—on the Central Government.
129. Quite; because after all, they are going to use it for the purpose of legislation,, and local Govern-
* Vide Appendix &, p. 183.
 ments are not legislating on it, and it is the data required both for your international work and for your legislation ?—Yes.
 130.	As regards public opinion generally, do you-
consider that that is waking up on the subject of
the conditions of labour ?   I note a phrase here in
which it is said that some time prior to the reforms
the Government were not particularly awake, and
public opinion was asleep, and the employers did
not wish for any labour legislation.    Do you think
there is any change in that position ?—Public opinion
generally ?    I find it rather hard to answer as to
that.    As   far   as   public   opinion   represented   by
members of the legislature is concerned (and, after
all,  the members are representative), I think it is
true to say. that there is an increased interest in
labour questions.
 131.	Let me take an instance.   In 1924 Mr. Joshi
introduced his Bill for providing that women em
ployees should not work shortly before  and  after
confinement.    That was defeated" by 51 to 47-    Can
you tell me what attitude the Government took on
that ?—Government opposed that Bill, if I recollect
aright; I understand "it was opposed, though I do
not remember the details.
 132.	On page 1501* it is stated that the ground
was that the necessity for legislation had not been
established,  that the  principles   of   the   Bill   were
questionable, and that it might have harmful results
for female labour.    I wonder on what ground the
principles of a Bill stopping women working shortly,
before and after confinement were questionable ?—
I  do  not think the  Government   opposed in that
sense ;   in fact, there is one Maternity Bill before
the Government of Bombay, I think, now.
 133.	That is a purely local Bill ?—Yes.
 134.	I understand that there is no central legisla
tion contemplated ?—Not at the mo'ment, no.
The Chairman : Forgive me for interrupting, Major Attlee ; I am looking at the page to which you refer, page 1601.* May it not be that the reference to the principles of the Bill is to what is stated just above, that there were different maternity benefits to be met from a general fund established in each province under the control of the local Government, and built up by contributions from employers ?
Major Attlee: Well,. I thought that that was perhaps more the detail of the Bill than the principle.
The Chairman : I cannot say. It does strike me as an interesting feature to say that the employers were to be the scarce of the fund which was to provide the maternity benefits.
 135.	Major Attlee:   With regard to Mr. Chaman
Lai's Weekly Payments Bill, am I to understand that
that   is   a   pretty   widespread   custom   throughout
India, to withhold wages for considerable periods ?
—I do not think it is very widespread, but certainly
in some parts there is evidence that wages are unduly
withheld, and that is a subject which the Govern
ment of India have quite recently been in corre
spondence about with local  Governments,   to  see
whether central legislation is desirable.    That subject
is actually under their consideration now.
 136.	Is it likely to come forward at aH ?    Do you
know what stage the consideration has reached, at
all ?—Privately, I can say that the department with
which I am concerned has formulated its own views
after  consulting local Governments, but there has
been no decision of the Government as a whole yet.
 137.	Do   you think the   enforcement  of  labour
legislation generally in the provinces is satisfactory ?
—I have no reason to suppose it is not.

 138.	You depend, of pourse, merely on the reports
of the local Governments ?—We depend on the local
Governments, yes.
 139.	Now, as regards Indian States, is your de
partment  in   correspondence   with   Indian   States
where there are industrial undertakings with regard
to labour legislation, and the carrying out of Con
ventions, and so on ?—The question of the Indian

